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BAR BRIEFS

REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON LOCAL ORGANIZATION
The Committee on Local Organization begs leave to submit the
following report:
All of the Judicial Districts in the state which did not have an
active organization prior to October I, 1929, have been reorganized and
officers elected, with the exception of the First District, but this will
be organized prior to the annual meeting.
All of the Judicial Districts have held one meeting in 193o and
several are planning a second meeting prior to the annual meeting.
Your committee would respectfully recommend that Article 5 of
the Constitution be amended to read as follows:
"Executive Committee: The executive committee shall
consist of the officers of this Association and one person
from each Judicial District of the state, who shall be the President respectively of each Judicial District. In the event that
any Judicial District shall not have a duly elected President
then the President of this Association shall appoint a member
from such Judicial District who shall serve until the following
annual meeting of the State Assocition."
Under Article io of the Constitution this amendment cannot be
acted upon at the Devils Lake meeting this year but must lay over until
the following annual meeting.
The amendment is now proposed for the purpose of securing the
approval of the Association for action at its next annual meeting.
The purpose of the suggested amendment is to more closely knit
the district associations with the State Association. It will in this way
give the district associations a direct voice in the management of the
State Association and consequently we believe would create a greater
interest in its affairs.
Respectfully submitted:
A. M. KVELLO, Chairman,
F. T.

P. W.

CUTHBERT,

LANIER,

H. G.

NILLES,

C.

STARKE.

H.

REVIEW OF NORTH DAKOTA DECISIONS
L. R. Baird, receiver v. Belcher, sheriff of Wells County: One
Maxwell transferred to plaintiff certain items of personal property
by bill of sale. After the transfer, defendant sheriff levied on this
property for the delinquent taxes of Maxwell. Plaintiff obtained a
permanent injunction against such tax levy. The case comes up on
appeal. The question presented involves the construction of Sections
2166 and 2186 of the Compiled Laws of 1913, and amendments, which
provide for the collection of personal taxes by distraint of goods
belonging to a tax debtor, and declare a lien to exist for such taxes.
HELD: Judgment affirmed. A lien upon specific chattels for personal taxes of the owner is a lien for thes purpose of distraint while
the property belongs to the tax debtor and does not follow into the
hands of a subsequent purchaser.-A. E. A.

BAR BRIEFS

Lunde v. Northwest Mutual Savings & Loan Association, a Corporation: Plaintiff occupied an apartment in defendant's building and
had lived there for eighteen months. He tripped and fell on the cement
entrance steps and brought suit for personal injury against the defendant proprietor on the ground that it was defendant's duty to have the
entrance lighted. From a judgment for the plaintiff the defendant appeals, alleging as error the over-ruling of his motion for a directed verdict. HELD: Reversed. Judgment for defendant landlord. A landlord
owes no duty to look after the leased premises other than to keep them
in as safe condition as they were at the commencement of the tenancy.
-A. E. A.
State of North Dakota ex rel Hermann v. Farmers Elevator Co.,
a corp.: The plaintiff Hermann had grain stored in defendant's warehouse, which later closed in Oct. 1924, and left plaintiff in possession
of certain warehouse receipts. The elevator paid off all storage tickets
except plaintiff's and subsequently reopened in July, 1925. Evidence
showed that plaintiff had demanded the grain or payment in Jan., 1925,
but payment had not been made. Plaintiff began this action to recover
the value of the grain as of Jan., 1925, alleging demand and refusal
From a judgment for defendant, plaintiff appealed on the ground that
the court erred in denial of his motion for judgment notwithstanding
the verdict. HELD: Reversed. Plaintiff was unduly restricted in proof
regarding matters of fact involving the settling of the storage tickets,
and was thereby prejudiced. He should be allowed opportunity to
establish the date of conversion, and a new trial is therefore ordered.
-A. E. A.
WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION
Sloss-Sheffield Co. vs. Thomas, 127 Southern 165 (Ala. April,
1930): Thomas was a miner, paid by the ton, furnishing his own
equipment, including explosives. The explosives, for use only in his
mine work, were purchased in quantities and kept at the workman's
home. The Alabama statute provides for injuries while "engaged in,
on, or about the premises where the services are being performed, or
where the service requires their presence as a part of such service at
the time of the accident, and during the hours of service as such
workmen." While testing dynamite caps, to be used only in mining
operations, he was injured at his home. The testing was done, just
before leaving for the mine, while at his home, and was occasioned
by the failure of an explosion the night before.
The Court's reasoning in this case does not impress the editor. It
was as follows: "It was perhaps as much to the interest of both the
employer and the employee that the latter should doctor the sore
shoulder of the horse that he might work for them, as that the dynamite
caps be tested to see if they would perform their function. The horse's
neck and the dynamite caps both may have given the employee evidence
of needing attention. They were equally equipment or appliances over
which the employer had no control, did not furnish, inspect, or transport
to the place where they were to be used; but were furnished, controlled,
manipulated, used, inspected, and treated only by the employee. It was
not a preparation necessary for beginning work after the employer's

